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INTRODUCTION
Delinquent behavior is an indication of maladjustment
to socially acceptable norms of society. Delinquents are
the products of their past experiences and are conditioned
by a highly dynamic process in which socially acceptable
norms and behavior patterns have not been stabilized.
The delinquent's response to his environment depends upon
his learned orientation to dealing with the problems of
living. If his behavior results in a delinquent act, it
is quite possible that he will be committed to an
institution. While he is there, hopefully, he will learn
another way of coping with his environment. However, the
treatment cannot be tested until the child is released.
Social workers are often unaware of unsure of what the
child has encountered in his milieu that resulted in
deviant behavior. Consequently, they are unable to prepare
the child realistically for his return to the community.
This study attempts to examine a segment of the problem
of delinquency. The writer assumes that the resources to
procure the subsistence necessities of life are basic to
living. When people are unable to do this through socially
acceptable ways, they resort to other ways of meeting
basic needs. Moreover, their ways of meeting needs may
be defined as deviant because they do not conform to
the norms of society.
This study deals with the repetitious acts of
deviant behavior which may be called juvenile delinquency.
Since socio-economic status is associated with the causes
of social problems, it could be associated with the
continuation of a social problem. However, the degree
of socio-economic status influence upon the motivation
of delinquency could vary and might range from insignifi
cant in the middle and upper classes to very significant
in the "working class." Social workers should recognize
the socio-economic circumstances of the juvenile delin
quent as one of the motivating factors for juvenile
delinquent behavior.
CHAPTER I
STATEMENT OP THE PROBLEM
Significance of the Study
In this nation juvenile delinquency has taken its
place among those social situations described as social
problems. The problem of juvenile delinquency is not new
to the profession of social work. However, it has only
been in recent years that the profession has become more
sensitive to the reasons underlying the failure of treat
ment programs. For the most part, treatment has been
directed toward resolving the symptoms rather than the
causes of juvenile delinquency. The behavioral sciences
have attributed a great emphasis upon the environmental
factors. An important aspect of the environmental factors
i s the socio-economic factors which may affect the
patterns of behavior. One of the socio-economic factors
which seems to be quite prevalent as a contributing factor
to juvenile delinquency is economic deprivation.
The economic condition of the home has a direct
influence on the kind of social involvement the child will
have in his environment. The home conditions orient the
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child to his environment, since the home is the initial
socializing unit that he encounters. Ruth Cavan indicates
that the child learns his first set of values and his
first concept of self in the home with the family. What
he derives from his family and home conditions determines
his conformity to the demands of society. Values learned
in the family may vary in different socio-economic classes
in regard to the supervision of the child, family inter-
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action, money management and other home conditions.
Since the home is so influential a unit, and since socio-
economic status and home conditions are inseparable, it
appears that there would be a relationship between socio-
economic status and the child's behavior.
Economic deprivation is a contributing factor to
juvenile delinquency. This kind of deprivation may serve
to affect the pattern of family life by dictating the
neighborhood in which a family can afford to live^ as well
as the standard of living a family can maintain. Often an
economically deprived family has an income which does not
meet subsistence needs and is, therefore, forced into a
Ruth Shonle Cavan, Juvenile Delinquency (Philadelphia:
J. B. Lippincott Company, 1962), p. 126.
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Ibid.
situation in which the family can only afford a marginal
standard of living. This type of marginal living can also
be a part of the vicious cycle of poverty that may
characterize a family's pattern of living for several
generations.
The family which has a marginal standard of living
is considered by society to be in the lower socio-economic
stratum of American society. The American society, which
is stratified by social classes, has relegated members of
the lower socio-economic stratum of society to a social
position where upward mobility is very limited. Members
of this lower socio-economic stratum of society often
develop behavioral patterns which are in conflict with the
existing middle class oriented larger society. These
behavioral patterns result from limited ability to communi
cate and identify with the norms of society.
Members of the lower socio-economic stratum of society
seem to have limited exposure and comprehension of middle
class oriented values. This limited exposure and compre
hension may result in the rejection of middle class oriented
values by the lower socio-economic stratum of society. When
3Robert K. Merton, fincial Theory and Social Structure,
(Glencoe: The Free Press, 1949), p. 125.
people are unable to achieve goals through socially
acceptable ways, they may or may not turn to other ways
of realizing these goals. Due to lack of economic
resources to acquire culturally ascribed goals, people
may turn to crime to acquire the subsistence needs. There
appears to be a high rate of juvenile delinquency among
the poor. Although this subculture is in physical contact
with society it may develop norms that may be in conflict
with the legal codes. This conflict of norms may result
in a kind of behavior referred to as juvenile delinquency.
Eleanor and Sheldon Glueck found in their studies
that there is a relationship between delinquency and low
socio-economic status. Observing experimental groups of
delinquents and groups of non-delinquents, the Gluecks
found that the home environment of the non-delinquents was
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different from the home environment of delinquents. Some
of the noted differences were related directly to the
socio-economic status of the groups observed. The child
rearing practices of the non-delinquents1 families were
different from the child rearing practices of the delinquents'
4Eleanor and Sheldon Glueck, Family Environment and
Delinquency (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1952),
pp. 54-58.
families.
In a study entitled Delinquent Boys, A. Cohen found
a correlation between the socio-economic conditions of
the home and juvenile delinquency. Inclusive in Cohen's
analysis of juvenile delinquency is his assertion that the
socio-economic status of the family determines the type
of behavior that is acceptable in the child's milieu.
Although juvenile delinquency is often associated with
the lower socio-economic stratum of society, it is not
unique to this stratum of society. Children from middle
and upper class families do commit delinquent acts. However,
a higher proportion of juvenile delinquents from low socio-
economic status families are brought to the attention of
legal authorities, both in detection and in commitment,
than the proportion of juvenile delinquents from higher
socio-economic status families. Juvenile delinquents from
higher socio-economic status families are dealt with
through informal means such as conferences with judges, etc.
The informal means of handling these delinquents from
higher socio-economic status families result in some exclu-
5Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Bovs (Glencoe: The Free
Press, 1963), p. 39.
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sion of these delinquents from public records. The absence
of these social classes from public agency records tends
to obscure comprehensive data collection regarding the
frequency of delinquent acts committed by children in the
middle and upper classes. Mayer expounds in his book that
people in the higher socio-economic status groups escape
arrest and prison sentence more than the lower socio-economic
status groups, even when equally guilty of legal violations.
In studying the motivation of delinquent behavior,
Wattenberg and Balistriere found that socio-economic
factors had higher predictive value in studying behavior
than psychological factors. This finding tends to show
that the socio-economic status of the child's family is an
outstanding factor in the range of different conditions
associated with delinquency.
Albert J. Reiss8 found in this study of Chicago youth
that boys from low socio-economic status committed more
Kurt B. Mayer, Class and Society (Garden City: Doubleday
1955), p. 39.
7William W. Wattenberg and James Balistriere, "Motiva
tion and Delinquent Behavior," American Sociological Review,
VIII: 6 (October, 1950), p. 142.
^Albert J. Reiss, "Delinquency as the Failure of Personal
and Social Controls," American Sociological Review, XVI: 2
(April, 1951), p. 198.
9
delinquent acts than "boys from middle or upper socio-
economic strata. He found further that the former
recidivate more than the latter. Not only do such find
ings support the premise that there is a significant
relationship between socio-economic status and juvenile
delinquency, but also that there is a relationship between
such family backgrounds and the rate of recidivism of
juvenile delinquents.
These studies lead to the conclusion that there is
a definite relationship between socio-economic status
of the child's family and his tendency toward juvenile
delinquency. If such a relationship exists, then there
must also exist a relationship between the juvenile
delinquent's socio-economic status and his rate of
recidivism.
The extent of the relationship of juvenile delinquency
with socio-economic status varies in significance in







studies at Berkshire Farms concluded that the socio-
economic factors were insignificantly related to the
problem of juvenile delinquency. From these contrasting
statements about the relationship between juvenile
delinquency and the socio-economic status of the delin
quent's family, it is apparent that other factors, i. e.,
biological characteristics and intelligence have an
influence on behavior. Moreover, the socio-economic
status of the family is one of many determinants that
can affect a child's behavior.
Purpose of the Study
This study was made to determine the relationship of
socio-economic status to recidivism among juvenile
delinquents. In this study the following hypothesis was
tested:
Delinquents who recidivate and constitute
the major portion of recorded delinquent
behavior are from deprived socio-economic
status.
Method of Procedure
This is a study of one segment of the problem of
juvenile delinquency. The socio-economic factors were
isolated using the criteria of source of income by the
13
Berkshire Farm for Boys, Berkshire Farm Monographs.
(.Canaan:™ 1962), pp. 3-39.
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family as the primary determinant of the socio-economic
status of the juvenile delinquent's family. Data were
selected from case records of boys released from Boys'
Village of Maryland during the fiscal year 1962-63.
There were 507 boys released from the institution
during the fiscal year 1962-63. Of these releases, five
boys were released twice. A study sample consisting of
a group of first offenders as the control group and a
group of recidivists were selected for the experimental
group, from an universe of 502 cases. These two groups
were compared to test the hypothesis.
A stratified random sample of a control group of
first offenders and an experimental group of recidivists
were selected from 502 case records. The size of the
sample was thirty cases. There were fifteen cases in the
control group of first offenders; the experimental group
also consisted of fifteen cases.
A reading schedule was used to select the data from
case records (see Appendix A). A pre-test of six case
records revealed that certain basic information about the
boys' families was consistently recorded. The reading
schedule included identifying information, socio-economic
factors about the family of the juvenile offender, the
12
commitment record, and the family composition. The data
were used to classify the socio-economic status of the
family into three broad classifications for comparative
analysis.
For the purpose of this study, operational defini
tions are as follows:
Juvenile delinquent refers to a child who was
committed to the training school by the court.
First offender refers to those juvenile delin
quents whose case records indicate only one
commitment to a training school.
Recidivist refers to those delinquents whose
case records indicate more than one commitment
to a training school.
The two categories of delinquency are defined
by the number of commitments to the training
school because information about previous
offenses is not always recorded in the boy's
delinquency history.
Socio-economic status was determined by meeting
the criteria for one of three socio-economic
classifications: dependent, marginal, and
independent.
independent families are those whose
main source of income is procured by stable
employment. Marginal families are those whose
source of income is seasonal employment and
who experience sporadic dependence upon public
funds. Dependent families are those whose
only and/or main source of income is public
funds from social agencies.
The data were interpreted by use of a tabulation




The data for this study were taken from case records
at one training school. Boys' Village, Cheltenhem,
Maryland. Since the agency served one age group only,
case records of thirteen and fourteen year old boys who
were released from the training school during the fiscal
year 1962-63 were used. From a universe of 502 cases,
a study sample of thirty cases was selected. First
offenders and recidivists were compared to ascertain the
relationship between delinquency and the socio-economic
status of the delinquent's family.
CHAPTER II
HISTORY OF THE AGENCY
This agency began as a private institution and later
became a state institution. During the middle of the
19th century, legislative attention was focused on the
lack of any institutional facilities specifically designed
for Maryland's dependent, delinquent, and neglected Negro
youths. Prior to this time, Negro youths were incarcerated
in jail with adult prisoners. In the Grand Jury report
of 1867, attention was called to the incarceration of
Negro children in jail for minor offenses and it was
recommended that the community establish provisions "to
instruct and reform this class." The House of Reforma
tion was established prior to the present agency, Boys1
Village. It received the Articles of Incorporation from
the General Assembly of Maryland on April 4, 1870.
The House of Reformation was established in 1872, by
a group of Quakers, as a private institution. The Quakers
gave large grants of money and land to start the operation
of the institution. On February 4, 1873, the first two
Grand Jury Report (Baltimore City: September, 1867).
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children were admitted to Maryland's first institution
designed specifically for the care of dependent, neglected
Negro youth.
Following the trend of most institutions of this
period, emphasis was placed upon reforming the youthful
offender and offered vocational training. Regardless of
the youth's size, all were required to do some kind of
manual labor for four and one-half hours a day and his
school hours were equal in length.2 The youths worked on
the farm if physically strong and other youths worked in
a nearby broom factory. Some funds for operation of the
institution were derived from each occupational source.
A small fee was paid to the institution by the youth's
county of residence, through the committing court.
Boys' Village, which was formerly called the House of
Reformation, is located on Route 301 at Cheltenham, Maryland,
The total size of the campus is 1,200 acres and is located
approximately eighteen miles southeast of Washington, D. C,
and fifty miles south of Baltimore, Maryland.
The House of Reformation was expanded in 1879 to meet
2
Report of the Board of Managers of the House of
Reformation for the Year Ending November 30, 1891. 17th
Annual Report.
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the demands of an increased institutional population.
The physical plant was enlarged from one frame building
to five additional buildings. The staff was increased to
eighteen members which included the superintendent,
assistant superintendent, farmer, assistant farmer, baker,
carpenter, matron, cook, physician, overseer of the
shoeshop, tailor, laundress, overseer of the cane shop
and four male teachers.3
In 1933, the Board of Managers and Baltimore City
Juvenile Court Judge, Honorable Thomas J. S. Waxter sought
the research service of the Child Welfare League of America
to study the program and submit plans for further develop
ment of service to the juvenile population of Maryland.4
A thorough, comprehensive evaluation of the institution's
entire program was accomplished through field visits, case
studies, and interviews. The ten month study was completed
in June, 1934 and indicated that there was further need for
additional resources for the Negro population in order to
3Raymond L. Brady, "The Plan (The History of Boys1
Village)," Report prepared for class, School of Social Work,
Catholic University of America. December 14, 1959, p. 3
(Typewritten).
4
Child Welfare League of America, A Study of the House
of Reformation for Colored Boys (New York: Child Welfare
League of America, Inc., 1934), p. 1.
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deal more effectively with those factors contributing to
juvenile delinquency. Among other recommendations, it
was suggested that the control of the institution be
transferred to the State of Maryland.
In recognition of this recommendation, the Grand
Jury appointed a committee to visit the institution.
After observing the adverse condition of the buildings,
the committee advised acquisition of the institution and
placement under the jurisdiction of the State of Maryland.
The House of Reformation became a state institution in
1937 and the name was changed to Cheltenham School for
Boys. This institution served Negro youths ages 12 to 17,
who were found delinquent by the courts and committed to
the institution for care and training. A fifteen member
Board of Managers was established. As a state institution,
a hospital, gymnasium, apartment building and a superin
tendent's residence were added. The State Department of
Public Welfare continues to evaluate the functioning of
the agency by reports and surveys.
The name of the institution was changed to Boys1
Ibid.
Grand Jury Report. Baltimore Citv. January. 1934.
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Village by legislative authority in 1949. During that
year, the first professionally trained superintendent was
hired. An opinion of the State Attorney General dated
February 28, 1961, upheld the Maryland Court of Appeals
thereby prohibiting racial segregation of state training
schools. Boys' Village of Maryland received the first
white youth on July 1, 1961. Some historical reminders
of the House of Reformation are the numerous ledgers
giving identifying information about boys admitted and
the name and date of the first training school for Negro
youth which is imprinted on one of the entrance walkways.
There has been extensive expansion of the physical
plant and service program of the agency since the establish
ment of the institution. Many old buildings have been
replaced or renovated, new buildings added and the popula
tion capacity increased since 1951. The current campus
consists of nine open cottages, a new admissions cottage,
an administration building, an academic and vocational
building, a general maintenance building, two new staff
residences, a greenhouse, a hospital, gymnasium, staff
7Raymond L. Manella, "Racially Integrating a State's
Training Schools," Children. March-April, 1964, pp. 49-50.
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residence and a central kitchen.
Function
The historic development of training schools from
private institutions controlled by private boards made up
of community residents to institutions controlled by the
state has required progressive adjustments in the
institutional program's approach to juvenile delinquency.
Consequently, the schools have had to advance toward
treatment programs which were more effective than the
initial programs of reform, military regime and/or voca
tional training.
Section 657 of Artical 27 of the Annotated Code of
Maryland (1957 edition) desingates the functioning of
Boys' Village of Maryland as a public training school
Q
"for the care and reformation of ... male minors."
The legal responsibility of Boys' Village is implemented
through a program that incorporates the 'team approach.1
This program exemplifies the concept that the boys who are
committed to training schools have experienced a variety
8Manual of the Department of Public Welfare. State of
Maryland,Part VII, State Juvenile Institutions.
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of pathological incidents which rendered them void of
internal strengths to cope with the demands of society.
Boys1 Village is institutionally considered a community,
and as such, has no physical barriers. It has its own
rules and regulations which are adhered to by both the
staff and students. In this 'permissive1 atmosphere with
many re-educative activities, the administrative staff
hopes to challenge the youth to modify his behavior to the
extent that the youth will be better able to cope with
his problems of daily living.
When the agency was incorporated in 1870, the Board
of Managers and the State Department of Public Welfare
were given lateral legal responsibility for the operation
of the institution. The State Department of Public Welfare
established the policies within which Boys' Village
operates and has full responsibility for licensing and
supervising the agency. The Board of Managers, which
consists of nine members, is appointed by the Governor
9
and serve six years each term. This board, consisting
of civic leaders from various areas of the State, is
responsible for the day-to-day management of the, institu
tion and interprets the agency's function, programs and
9Marvland Manual 1961-62. (Annapolis, Maryland:
The Hall of Records, 1961), p. 79.
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needs to the community.
The administrative structure consists of the Board
of Managers, the State Department of Public Welfare and
the superintendent with his administrative staff. The
superintendent of Boys' Village shares responsibility
for development and supervision of a treatment program
for the child, co-ordination of institutional services
and community resources. Along with other responsibili
ties, he shares responsibility for selection of personnel.
He also assumes responsibility for budgeting, expending
and interpreting and financial program of the training
school.
The assistant superintendent, a trained social
worker, aids the superintendent in the development and
operation of the training school program. He assumes
responsibility for duties delegated to him by the superin
tendent. Currently, he has involved several disciplines
in the development of an education program that would
more adequately meet the needs of youths of below average
academic potential. Basic to this plan is a research
project out of which will come some guide lines for revising
Interview with Mr. Robert J. Sauls, Jr. ACSW,
Superintendent of Boys' Village of Maryland,
September 1, 1964.
22
the present academic program.
Staff of the training school is appointed by merit
examination achievement in their area of specialty. The
personnel policies Which govern the employment procedure
are developed by the State Department of Public Welfare.
Participating in the treatment program are 177 per
sons of different disciplines. Cottage life makes up
the majority of personnel in the agency structure and is
the core of the treatment program. The child care staff
consists of a Supervisor of Group Living III, and a
Supervisor of Group Living I, cottage masters, cottage
matrons and relief personnel.
The Clinical Service Department ranks second to
Cottage Life in size of personnel staff and role in the
treatment process. The personnel of this department
consists of a Director of Clinical Services, who is a
professional social worker, two case supervisors, seven
social workers, six Field Work students (Howard University,
University of North Carolina, and Atlanta University) from
schools of social work, two full-time psychologists, a
Interview with Mr. Preston Gazaway, Assistant
Superintendent of Boys' Village of Maryland, February
24, 1965.
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part-time psychiatrist, two full-time chaplains, a
group of Catholic Brothers, two nurses, a part-time
doctor and dentist, and five clerical staff.
The composition of the educational staff is sixteen
academic and ten vocational instructors. Also in direct
contact with the students are recreational leaders.
Four other agency staffs share responsibility for
the advancement of the operation of the agency. These
are the maintainance staff, business staff, Dietary staff,
and farm staff.
Children Served
The youths admitted to Boys1 Village have been
committed to the instutition by one of Maryland's Courts.
Most of the youths committed to Boys1 Village are residents
of Baltimore City, which is the largest urban center in
Maryland.
The age span of the adjudicated youths range from
13 years to 15 years. In February, 1965, the upper limit
of the age span was elevated from 14 to 15 years old at
the time of commitment. During the subsequent period of
transition, re-grouping of the students was necessary to
achieve more homogeneous peer groups. The students remain
at Boys1 Village until the court recinds the commitment.
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They generally stay from six to eight months, unless a
definite commitment period is advised by the court. When
it appears that the student is ready to return to the
community, planning is initiated by submitting a Referral
for After Care Planning to the committing court, the
Department of Public Welfare or the County Welfare Boards.
After Care supervision is provided for Baltimore City
residents by the Department of Public Welfare, while boys
from the county are supervised by the County Welfare Board
or the county courts. Some youths are detained for a
thirty-day period, while the court requests further social
investigation to make a disposition in the case.
Boys1 Village students come from highly diversified
backgrounds. The students represent various economic
levels, different family compositions and different levels
of social maturity. The delinquent offenses vary from
runaway to more serious offenses. The largest category
12
of offenses if breaking and entering. Most of the
students are academically retarded and functioning of the
13
group averages fifth grade level.
12
Letter from Mr. Robert J. Sauls, ACSW, Superintendent
of Boys1 Village of Maryland, April 12, 1965.
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Boys1 Village treatment program for students
considers social service an important unit of the team
approach to helping delinquent youth. Through the team
approach, treatment plans are individualized for each
student.
Cottage Life - Cottage parents orient students to
group living and the institutional "law." Since the
major part of the student's time is spent in the cottage,
the cottage staff are able to share in counseling the
student and creating a pleasant atmosphere for the
student's adjustment to the agency program.
Clinical Services - The clinical staff establishes
and maintains a therapeutic relationship with the student
throughout the period of institutionalization. Direct
service to the student is offered by the various disciplines
of the Clinical Service Staff.
Social Service is one phase of the Clinical Service
program. The treatment of the individual student is guided
by the conceptual framework of diagnostic casework. A
social worker is assigned to each cottage and is responsible
for individual casework for each student in the assigned
cottage.
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The orientation of a student to institutional life
involves contacts with medical service, educational
services, and the Guidance Committee. The Guidance
Committee follows the progress of the student, by monthly
review of his case. It is through that committee that
boys make changes in their institutional program. This
Committee also recommends students for releases, based
upon factors indicating readiness to return to the
community.
Through the entire residence, the student will be
extended services to meet his other basic needs such as
spiritual and recreational.
Academic and Vocational Training - All students
are assigned to a "vocational detail" and an academic
program based upon his measured educational potential.
The aim of these two programs is to develop and challenge
the student to learn some self discipline. In this way,
it is hoped that the students will not suffer gaps in their
education due to commitment to an institution and may gain some
basic occupational skills.
CHAPTER III
SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS OP FIRST OFFENDERS AND
RECIDIVISTS
This study hypothesized that delinquents who
recidivate and constitute the major portion of recorded
juvenile delinquent behavior are from deprived backgrounds,
This chapter is divided into three parts. The first part
of the chapter is concerned with the family characteris
tics and socio-economic statuses of the first offenders.
The family characteristics and socio-economic statuses
of the recidivists will follow the aforementioned divi
sion of the chapter. The last part of the chapter is a
comparison of the socio-economic characteristics and
statuses of the first offenders and the recidivists.
The factors held constant in this study are age, sex,
and commitment to an institution. The sex is male, since
Boys• Village is an institution for delinquent boys. The
age ranged from thirteen to fourteen years old at the
time of commitment.
First Offenders
The first offenders are generally described according
to age, sex, academic attainment and religious affiliation.
The grade ranged from the sixth grade to the tenth grade
27
28
with no representation in a special education class
(see Table 1).
The purpose of the agency is to serve boys who are
thirteen and fourteen years of age at the time of commit
ment. Occasionally the agency takes older boys when
Maryland Training School is crowded.
TABLE I
































♦Opportunity Class is an ungraded special education
class for retarded children.
Maryland Training School for Boys is a state
institution which serves boys ages twelve, thirteen, and
sixteen years old.
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The data in Table 2 were tabulated according to racial
composition and religious affiliation of the first offend
ers. The religious categories were Protestant and i
Catholic. There were eight Negroes with Protestant
affiliation, one American Indian with Protestant affilia
tion, and three Caucasians with Protestant affiliation.
There were only three first offenders with Catholic
affiliation and they were Caucasians. This shows that
there were more Protestant first offenders than Catholic
first offenders.
TABLE 2



















The presence of parents in the home and size of the
family were characteristics used to describe the first
30
offenders1 families. The socio-economic status of the
first offenders1 families is measured by the source and
amount of income provided by the head of the household.
As indicated in Table 3, there were ten families
with both parents in the home and five families with only
the mother in the home. The categories of socio-economic
status are defined on page 12 above. The socio-economic
status of the parents is shown in Table 3. There were
ten families with independent status, two families with
marginal status, and three families with dependent status.
TABLE 3
COMPARISON OP SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS


































The size of the family and the source and amount of
income were factors considered in determining the propor
tion of income available to each member of the first
offenders' families (see Table 4).
The source and amount of income available to the
family was affected by the parent who assumed the bread
winner 's role. In most of the first offenders' families,
the fathers assumed the role of the breadwinner. The
first offenders' fathers were predominantly employed as
welders, electricians and construction laborers. The
welder earning $154.00 weekly was the highest paid person.
The lowest weekly income was $25.00 which was earned by
the domestic worker (see Table 4).
Three categories of socio-economic status were
elicited from these data about first offenders. The data
were categprized into three socio-economic strata:
dependent, marginal and independent. Status was determined
by the criteria set forth in the methodology on page 11.
First offenders' families had more representation in
the independent status category than any other status
category. Three first offenders' families were in the
dependent status category. There were two families in
the marginal status category. Ten first offenders' families
were in the independent status category. The percentage
32
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distribution for each status category was twenty per
cent in the dependent category; 13.33 per cent in the
marginal category; and 66.67 per cent in the independent
status category (see Table 5).
TABLE 5


















The factors of religious affiliation and academic progress
were used to describe the recidivists, which had a different
distribution from the first offenders. Recidivists' grade
levels ranged from Opportunity Class to the eighth grade
See Table 1
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(see Table 6 below).
TABLE 6
ACADEMIC PROGRESS OF RECIDIVISTS































The data concerning the racial composition were tabulated
according to the headings of Caucasian, Negro, and American
Indian. The data regarding the religious affiliation were
tabulated according to the religious categories of Catholic
and Protestant. The table on page thirty shows the distri
bution of the racial composition and the religious affilia
tion of the recidivists (see Table 7).
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TABLE 7


















There were eight Negroes with Protestant affiliation,
and four Caucasians with Protestant affiliation. There
were three Catholics in the recividist's group and they
were Caucasians. (See Table 7).
The presence of parents in the home and the size of the
family were characteristics used to describe the recividists1
families. There were six families with both parents in
the home, six families with only the mother in the home,
and three families each with a mother and a step-father in
the home. (See Table 8).
The socio-economic status of the recividists1 families
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is measured by the source and amount of income provided
by the head of the household. (The categories of socio-
economic status are defined on page 10 in the section,
Method of Procedure).
TABLE 8
COMPARISON OF SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS

































The size of the family/ the source and the amount of income
were factors considered in determining the proportion of
income available to each member of the recidivists1
families (see Table 9).
The amount of income is affected by the stability of
employment and the type of occupation held by the breadwinner
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in the family. Due to desertion by the fathers, death
of the fathers and other reasons, six of the recidivisits1
mothers were forced to assume the role of the breadwinner.
The weekly income for families of recidivists ranged from
$25.00 to $120.00 (see Table 9).
Three categories of socio-economic status were elicited
from these data about recidivists. The data were cate
gorized into three socio-economic strata? dependent, margi
nal, and independent. Status was determined by the criteria
set forth in the Method of Procedure on page 10.
The recidivists1 families had a large portion of the
families represented in the independent status category.
Numerically, eight families are in the independent status
category, five are in the marginal status category, and
two are in the dependent status category. There is a high
percentage of recidivists1 families represented in the
marginal status group, which might be due to the fact that
more mothers assumed the role of the breadwinner in the






























































































The mean income for recidivists1 families was $69.25,
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TABLE 10

















Comparison of the Socio-Economic Status of
First Offenders and Recidivists
The socio-economic factors contributing to the
assignment of a particular status to a particular family
are shown in earlier parts of this chapter. The noted
differences in the socio-economic status of the families
of first offenders and recidivists were factors regarding
the presence of parents in the home, source and amount of
income available to the family, the academic attainment
and the percentage distribution of the research groups
in the socio-economic status categories.
When the presence of both parents in the home for
first offenders and recidivists was compared, more first
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offenders had both parents in the home than recidivists.
The data showed more recidivists1 families with mothers
as heads of the household than first offenders1 families.
There were no step-fathers in the first offenders' homes.
There were three recidivists, whose families were in the
marginal and dependent statuses, who had a step-father
in the home (see Table 3 and Table 8).
The source and amount of income for the families of
first offenders and recidivists were different in some
aspects." There is a high percentage of breadwinners in the
first offenders1 families employed in skilled occupations.
There is a low percentage of recidivists' breadwinners
employed in skilled occupations. The types of occupations
held by the breadwinners of first offenders and recidivists
are shown on Tables 3 and 9. The skilled breadwinner
generally earns more than the unskilled breadwinner.
Consequently, the mean income was higher for the first
offenders' families than the recidivists1 families. The
mean income for the first offenders' families was $75.08.
The mean income for the recidivists's families was $69.25
(see Tables 3 and 9).
When the differences in academic progress are compared
for the first offenders and recidivists groups, the first
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offenders' group have a higher level of academic progress
than the recidivist's group. The lack of academic progress
might be due to lack of clothing to wear to school, lack
of supervision by the parents, lack of intellectual
potential and lack of educational motivation (see Tables
1 and 6).
There were different percentage representations for
the first offenders and the recidivists' groups in each of
the economic status categories. There were more families
in the independent status category for first offenders
than for recidivists (see Tables 5 and 10). There were
less first offenders represented in the marginal status
category than recidivists (see Tables 5 and 10). For an
analysis of the percentage representation of the first
offenders and the recidivists in each status category see
Tables 5 and 10.
CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
The social problem of juvenile delinquency is so
complex and widespread that social work can no longer be
complacent about it. Social work must start to examine
scientifically some of the long held assumptions about
behavior on which much of the practice methods are based.
This study hypothesized that juvenile delinquents
who recidivate tend to be more socio-economically de
prived than first offenders. A reading schecule was
developed to elicit data regarding the socio-economic status
of the juvenile delinquents; and thereby test the hypothe
sis as stated above.
Conventional methods of data collection were utilized
in this study. Data were selected from case records of
the control and experimental groups. The data were tabu
lated and compiled on frequency tables.
Some trends regarding academic progress, presence of
parents in the home, and economic conditions of the study
groups1 homes were noted. The trends of these findings
lead to the writer's formulation of a conclusion that re
cidivists had a smaller representation in the independent
socio-economic status category than first offenders.
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The trends are summarized as follows:
1. Recidivists tended to be less academically
progressive than first offenders.
2. Recidivists' family structure tended to have
more mothers as heads of the households and
the sources of income was less dependable,
such as paramour, tips for waitress service,
non-support funds, extra maid work, etc.
Consequently, the recidivists had a higher
economic marginal status representation than
first offenders.
3. Recidivists' families had less income available
to their families than first offenders' families
This could have been explained by the fact that
more first offenders' fathers held skilled jobs
than recidivists' fathers.
4. The stability of the source of income is
definitely enhanced by the presence of both
parents in the home, and the father assuming
the breadwinner's role.
In conclusion, it could be stated that the above-
mentioned findings supported the hypothesis that juvenile
delinquents who recidivate tend to be more socio-economically
deprived than first offenders. The control group of first
offenders had a higher representation in the independent
socio-economic status category than the experimental
group of recidivists (see Table 4).
Limitations
The source of data for this study were limited to
agency case records. The study was further limited to a
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research sample of thirty case records of boys released
from Boys1 Village in Cheltenhems, Maryland, during the
fiscal year 1962-63. The juvenile delinquents studied
were ages thirteen and fourteen and had been committed
to Boys' Village, and were not representative of all age
groups.
Because of a preponderance of boys from "working
class" background and an under representation of middle
and upper class clientele among the population at Boys'
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